NOBEL
matter to the courts in the form of a so-called " friendly suit."
The case, which attracted great attention at the time, and was the
subject of lively comment in the British press, was heard between
1893 and 1895. The suit was carried further, to the Court of
Appeal and to the House of Lords, and ended by the Nobel
company losing its claim for compensation against the British
Government. The plaintiff, Nobel's Explosives Company, was
also compelled to pay the costs of the suit, which amounted to the
considerable sum of about £28,000. The ground for refusing to
admit Nobel's prior claim in the discovery of cordite was that
in his patent application in respect of ballistite he had specially
prescribed the use of nitro-cellulose " of the well known soluble
kind," a somewhat indefinite expression which was variously
interpreted by the experts, while the court held that it excluded
anything which at the time of the application could have
been considered as being of the nature of " insoluble " gun-
cotton,*
During the hearing of the case it was, however, generally admitted
that Nobel's work had been of revolutionary importance in this
field too. One of the judges, Lord Justice Kay, expressed his
grave doubts regarding the material justice of the decisipn of the
Court of Appeal, although he felt it his duty to concur in it on
technical grounds, by an exceedingly apt image. He stated in the
course of the proceedings:
" It is quite natural that a dwarf on the shoulders of a giant
should see further than the giant. One cannot help feeling sym-
pathy with Mr. Nobel, who has made a grand invention. He has
arrived at a new and most useful result, and when other persons
have arrived at substantially the same result their methods should
be closely examined to see whether they have infringed the patent."
* The plaintiff showed in the course of the proceedings that what had hitherto been
regarded as " insoluble " guncotton could in certain circumstances be soluble.
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